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This memo is in response to your request of March 1, 2012 for a determination of City of
Sacramento and Sylvia Dellar Survivor's Trust Dellar Landfill (Dellar) economic benefit resulting
from the discharger’s violation of the provisions of Cleanup and Abatement Order R5-2008-
0705. This memo analyzes the economic benefit realized by Dellar by: (1) failure to submit two
erosion control plans; (2) not initiating the closure construction for the site; and (3) the failure to
submit a closure certification report. The results of this analysis are to be used to determine the
minimum amount of the assessed liability in ACL Complaint No. R5-2012-0516 pursuant to
California Water Code sections 13350 and 13267 which authorize the imposition of
administrative civil liability, and CWC section 13323, which authorizes the Executive Officer to
issue a complaint. '

The Porter-Cologne Act requires that certain civil liabilities be set at a level that accounts for any
"economic benefit or savings" violators gained through their violations. To establish the amount
of civil liabilities, the Office of Enforcement uses a "Penalty Calculation Methodology™ that
addresses the economic benefit of noncompliance.”

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency developed the BEN computer model to calculate the
economic benefit a discharger derives from delaying and/or avoiding compliance with
environmental regulations.” The BEN model was used in calculating the economic benefit
derived by the two parties of not complying with existing environmental regulations and
requirements. The economic benefit of noncompliance is estimated to be $135,367. The next

' Water Quality Enforcement Pelicy, Office of Enforcement, State Water Resources Conirol Board, November 17,

2009, Page 9-21.

2 BEN Version 4.6.0 was developed under the direction of Jonathan Libber, BEN/ABEL Coordinator, Office of
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance, U.S. EPA. Technical agsistance provided to EPA by Industrial Economics,
Incorporated (IEc), Cambridge, MA.
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section describes the structure of the BEN model and details the procedures used in calculating
the estimate.

Economic Benefit Overview

Economic benefit represents the financial gains that a violator accrues by delaying and/or _
avoiding expenditures to meet mandated pollution control requirements. Funds not spent on
environmental compliance are available for other profit-making activities or, alternatively, a
defendant avoids the costs associated with obtaining additional funds for environmental
compliance. Economic benefit represents the amount by which a defendant is financially better
off from not having complied with environmental requirements in the specified timeframe. The
appropriate economic benefit calculation should represent the amount of money that would
make the violator indifferent between compliance and noncompliance. If the civil penalty does
not recover at least this economic benefit, then the violator will retain an economic gain and .
have no financial incentive to comply. Because of the precedent of this retained gain, other i
regulated companies may see an economic advantage in similar noncompliance, and the i
penalty will fail to deter potential violators. Economic benefit does not represent compensation i
to the enforcement agency as in a typical "damages” calculation for a tort case, but instead is
the minimum amount by which the violator must be penalized so as to return it to the financial
position it would have been in had it complied on time.

BEN Model Methodology (and Factors Specific to the Dellar Case) f

The economic benefit calculation must incorporate the economic concept of the "time value of
money." Stated simply, a dollar today is worth more than a dollar tomorrow, because you can
invest today's dollar to start earning a return immediately. Thus, the further in the future the
dollar is, the less it is worth in "present-value” terms. Similarly, the greater the time value of
money (i.e., the greater the "discount” or "compound" rate used to derive the present value), the
lower the present value of future costs.

To calculate a violator's economic benefit, BEN uses standard financial cash flow and net
present value analysis techniques,. based on modern and generally accepted financial
principles. First, BEN calculates the costs of complying on-time and of complying late; adjusted
for inflation (price adjusted), depreciation, and tax deductibility. To compare the on-time and
delayed compliance costs in a common measure, BEN calculates the present value of both
streams of costs, or "cash flows," as of the date of initial noncompliance. BEN derives these
values by discounting the annual cash flows at an average cost of capital throughout this time
period.

BEN then subtracts the delayed-case present value from the on-time-case present value to
determine the initial economic benefit as of the noncompliance date. Finally, BEN compounds
this initial economic benefit forward to the penalty payment date at the same cost of capital to
determine the final economic benefit of noncompliance. The BEN model focuses exclusively on
the economic benefit from delayed and/or avoided costs (its analysis encompasses only the
cost differential between compliance and noncompliance). BEN, thereby, employs a simplifying
assumption that the finances of a violator's compliant and noncompliant conditions are identical
but for the compliance cost differential.

Pollution control expenditures can include: (1) capital investments (e.g., pollution control

equipment); (2) one-time nondepreciable expenditures {e.g., setting up a reporting system, or ;
acquiring land); and (3) annually-recurring costs {e.g., operating and maintenance costs, or |
groundwater monitoring costs). Each of these expenditures can be either delayed or avoided. :
BEN's baseline assumption is that capital investments and one-time nondepreciable i
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expenditures are merely delayed over the period of noncompliance, whereas annual costs are
avoided entirely over this period. BEN does allow, however, analysis of any combination of
delayed and avoided expenditures.

BEN calculates the violator's discount/compound rate based on entity type and financial
information from the date of noncompliance to the penalty payment date. As noted above, the
discount/compound rate quantifies the time value of money. BEN discounts and compounds all
cash flows at the cost of capital, averaged over the time period from the noncompliance date to
the compliance or penalty payment date, whichever is later. To calculate an average
discount/compound rate for a trust, BEN uses the cost of debt for a privately owned entity.

BEN derives a violator's economic benefit in several steps. First, BEN price adjusts compliance
costs from the cost estimate date to the date when they would have been expended had the
violator complied on time (on-time scenario) and to the date when they will be expended as the
violator comes into compliance (delay scenario). Next, BEN uses these costs to compute the
total cost of complying on-time and of complying late, adjusted for inflation, depreciation, and
taxes. BEN also calculates the present value of both scenarios as of the date of initial
noncompliance, so that they can be compared in a common metric. Then, BEN subtracts the
delayed scenario present value from the on-time scenario present value to determine the initial
economic benefit as of the noncompliance date. Finally, BEN compounds® this initial economic
benefit forward to the penalty payment date.

All costs must be price adjusted to the date of noncompliance using an inflation index. Inflation
indices are mere precise than an annual inflation rate, but they reguire an index value for every
relevant month. Therefore, BEN contains a database of monthly index values for several price
indices from 1987 to 2029. Anhual updates keep indices current and add future values. For
projected future inflation, BEN extrapolates each cost index forward in time at a forecasted rate,
based upon projections from industry groups and government agencies.

Three separate BEN analyses were conducted for the Dellar case to determine the total benefit
of noncompliance since different dates of noncompliance and types of expenditures are
involved. The first is the failure to submit erosion control plans, the second is failure to initiate
the closure construction and the third is the failure to submit the closure certification report. Data
input and results for each BEN analysis are attached to this memo.

Delayed Erosion Control Plans

This type of expenditure is characterized in'BEN as a one-time nondepreciable expenditure.
The 2009 Erosion Control Plan was due on 15 September 2009 and has not been received. For
purposes of this assessment, it was assumed that it will be “received” on 10/30/2012, after the
landfill should be closed.* Similarly, the 2010 Erosion Control Plan was due on 15 September
2010 and for purposes of the assessment it is assumed that it will be “received” on 10/30/2012.
The cost of the plans was estimated at $7,000 each on 3/1/2012. The penalty payment date in
the ACL Complaint is 4/9/2012.

The first step is to price adjust the total cost of the reports ($14,000) from the date of the cost
estimate (3/1/2012) to the noncompliance date, 9/15/2009. The plans must be produced by
salaried professionals therefore the Employment Cost Index (ECI) was used to price adjust

8 Compounding is the process of adding earned interest to the principal so that, from that moment on, the interest that
has been added also earns interest. The allernative is simple interest where interast is not added to the principal. The
use of compounding interest is standard practice in finance and economics.

* All factual data for this case was received from ‘Wendy Wyels, in a personal communication, 3/1/2012.
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costs to the date of noncompliance.5 This value is $13,430. The expenditure is assumed to be
tax deductible by the discharger. Adjusting for federal taxes of 35% and state taxes of 5.7%, this
value becomes $7,958.

Next the capital cost of delaying compliance is calculated by price adjusting the $14,000
compliance cost to the date of compliance (10/30/2012), the expected date of submitting the
plans. This value is $14,126. Adjusting for taxes reduces this amount to $8,370. The cost of
delayed compliance is then calculated by discounting $8,370 to the noncompliance date of
9/15/2009. This value is $6,735 (in 9/15/2009 dollars). The average discount/compound rate for
trusts is 7.2% based on average after-tax debt costs and equity costs beginning on the,
noncompliance date of 9/15/2009 and ending on the compliance date of 10/30/2012.

The initial economic benefit of noncompliance is then calculated by subtracting the delayed
compliance cost ($6,735) from the on-time construction cost ($7,958). This value is $1,223 (in
9/15/2009 dollars). The final economic benefit of noncompliance is then calculated by
compounding the initial economic benefit to the payment penalty date (4/9/2012) which is
$1,462, !

Delayed Closure Construction

This type of expenditure is classified in BEN as a one-time nondepreciable expenditure. The
Cleanup and Abatement Order required that the parties submit a report by 15 December 2010
certifying that the landfill was closed in 2010. It is assumed that closure activities would be
completed by the end of the 2010 construction season, or 10/30/2010. However, the project will
not be delayed fo at least 10/30/2012. The cost of the closure was estimated at $2,000,000 on
3/1/2012. The penalty payment date for the closure violation is also 4/9/2012.

The first step is to price adjust the total cost of the closure ($2,000,000) from the date of the cost
estimate (3/1/2012) to the noncompliance date, 10/30/2010. The closure is a construction
activity therefore the Construction Cost Index (CCl) was used to price adjust costs to the date of
noncompliance.® This value is $1,958,669. The expenditure is assumed to be tax deductible by
the discharger. Adjusting for federal taxes of 35% and state taxes of 5.7%, this value becomes
$1,160,590. ‘

Next the capital cost of delaying compliance is calculated by price adjusting the $2,000,000
compliance cost to the date of compliance (10/30/2012), the expected date of completing the
closure. This value is $2,018,025. Adjusting for taxes reduces this amount to $1,195,761. The
cost of delayed compliance is then calculated by discounting $1,195,761 to the noncompliance
date of 9/15/2009. This value is $1,040,332 (in 9/15/2009 dollars).

The initial economic benefit of noncompliance is then calculated by subtracting the delayed
compliance cost ($1,040,332) from the on-time construction cost ($1,160,520). This value is
$120,258 (in 10/30/2010 dollars). The final economic benefit of noncompliance is then
calculated by compounding the initial economic benefit to the payment penalty date (4/9/2012)
which is $132,957. '

*The Employment Cost Index (ECI) measures the change in the cost of laber, free from the influence of employment
shifts among occupations and industries. Detailed information on survey concepts, coverage, and methods can be
{found in Bureau of Lahor Statistics Handbaok of Methads, Chapter 8, “National Compensation Measures,” Bureau of
Labor Statistics, on the Internet at www.bls.gov/opub/hom/pdffhomch8. pdf.

¢ Engineering News Record (ENR) publishes both a Construction Cost Index and Building Cost index that are widely
used in the construction industry {.http://enr.construction.com/economics/) This website contains an explanation of
the indices methodology and a complete history of the 20-city naticnal average for the CCl and BCI,
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Closure Certification Report

This type of expenditure is classified in BEN as a one-time nondepreciable expenditure.
Submission of the Closure Certification Report, due on 12/15/2010, would be delayed to at least
10/30/2012. The cost of the report was estimated at $15,000 on 3/1/2012. The penalty payment
date is 4/9/2012.

The first step is to price adjust the total cost of the report ($15,000) from the date of the cost
estimate (3/1/2012) to the noncompliance date, 12/15/2010. The report is produced by salaried
professionals therefore the Employment Cost Index (ECI) was used to price adjust costs to the
date of noncompliance. This value is $14,743. The expenditure is assumed to be tax deductible
by the discharger. Adjusting for federal taxes of 35% and state taxes of 5.7%, this value
becomes $8,736. :

Next the capital cost of delaying compliance is calculated by price adjusting the $15,000
compliance cost to the date of compliance (10/30/2012), the expected date of submitting the
report. This value is $15,135. Adjusting for taxes reduces this amount to $8,968. The cost of
delayed compliance is then calculated by discounting $8,968 to the noncompliance date of
12/15/2010. This value is $7,871 (in 12/16/2010 dollars).

The initial economic benefit of noncompliance is then calculated by subtracting the delayed
compliance cost ($7,871) from the on-time construction cost ($8,7386). This value is $865 (in
12/15/2010 dollars). The final economic benefit of noncompliance is then calculated by
compounding the initial economic benefit to the payment penalty date (4/9/2012) which is $948.

Summary

The following table summarizes the BEN analyses for the three compliance requirements.
Although the dates of compliance, cost estimate and penalty payment are the same for the
requirements, the date of noncompliance and the type of expenditures differ mandating three
separate analyses.

Table. Compliance Requirements, BEN Analyses Data Input Values and Results

Penalty Economic

" Compliance  Date of Non- Date of Cost Payment  Benefit of
Requirement Compliance Complance  Cost Estimate  Date  Noncompliance
Erosien Control Plans
2009 915/2009  MHAAOLE 57000 3172012
2010 152005 10302012 7,000 ‘3." 142012
Total $14, 004 43012 $1.462
Clomwe Construction 132080 W30/2012 32,000,000 3142012 4012 4132957
Closure Cerfification '
Report V152010 1043042012 $15.000 3120 12 41983012 $948
Grand Total , 31353067

The total economic benefit of noncompliance is the sum of the economic benefit of
noncompliance for the three individual requirements which totals $135,367.

cc: . Wendy Wyels, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
Gail Linck, Office of Research, Planning, and Performance
Attachment:. BEN model results.
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Erosion Control Plans
BENM Version 4.6.0 Input Data
City of Sacramento and
Case Hame Syivia Dellar Survivors
Frust Befiar Landfill
Run Hame Erpsion Conlrol Plans
Analyst Bame Gerald Horner
£al EP4 RegioniCifice Region &
Tax Status Trust
Federal Facilty, which pay no iexes. Enter FF
Hot-for-Frofit, which pays no texes. Enter: HFP
Mundcipality, which pays no taxss. Enter: muni
£ corporation. Enter: G
Private business entty other than a C corporation, Enter type of business
proanizatinn.
State CA
Honcompliance Date (HEDY SHS2005
The date of the Hrst wiolation.
Compllance Date {CTY 10302012
The date that the squipment will be functionsl and the digcharger will be in
Penalty Payment Date (PPD) A2
The probable date the penally will be gaid,
Average DiscovmtCompound Rale 7.2%
Reflects the average cost of borroweing funds over the perind of anahesis which s
the date of nencompliance to the date of compliance or the penality payment date
whichewer I8 later,
Lapital lowestment:
Eslimated Cost of Capital Eqmnm&nt =41
Comt Estimate Date 22
The date the cost estinate was made. The date iz usexd t»o duflate or inflale {price
adjust) the cost to other dates.
Ciogtd Indea for Inflation el
Adternative indices can be used to reflect he change in the cost of compliance due
to inflafion. Akernstive cost indicies: Construckion Cost (CCIY; Employment Cost
[EC)); Plant Cost (PC; Producers Price (PR and Gross Domesdic Product (GDF).
A cenetant 2.5% inflafion rale can alze be specified fenter as text *2.5%%,
Consider Fulure Peplacoment N
Ertber v if the capiial improvement will depreciste ard 1wl be replaced with simiar
equipment n the fufare, ¥ the squipment can be pericdically updated and remain
functioral, enter K,
Yseful Life of Capital Enuripment I
Specify the number &f @&ﬁ'%%ﬂbiﬁ years for the equipment being installed,
’Estlmataﬁ Cost F14.008
Coet Eglimale Bate INZ202
ozt Index for fndlation ECI
Tax Deductide? L'
if the expenditure is & deductible business expense under IRS rules, snter,
athersizs b
pAannually Beeurrng Costs:
Esfimated Annus Cost 3
Cost Esfimate Date H1202
Cost index for inflation ECI

I_J:\Mg DosumentsiEnforpement\Benefits of NaneompliancetDellarLandfill[EEN-DellarLandfill ECP-030812 xls]input

221136
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Erosion Control Plans (cont.)
BEN Version 4.6.0 Results

City of Sacramento and Sylvia Dellar Sunvivor's Trust Dellar | Eresion Control

Landfill

Plans

Prezsnt Valles s of Noncompliznce Date (MGDY 8/18/2009

Ky On-Time Capital & One-Time Costis §7.558
B} Delay Capital & Gne-Time Costs 6,735
CyAwnided Annually Recurring Costs : 30
O} Inltial Economic Bengfit {(4-B+C} $1,223
E) Final Econ. Ben, at Penalty Paymvent Date,
. A3 $1.462

For-Profit (nol Q-Covp ) wi CA fax rates
Agerage DscoumtCompound Rate 7.2%
Fwerage DiscountCompound Rate Caleulated By BEN
iompliance Date 1043072012
Gapital Inyestment. |

Estirnated Cost of Capital Equipment $0

Cost Estimate Date TR

Cost Index for Inflation A,

Consider Fulure Replacemsnt {Useful Life} EA CNIA)
arie-Time, Mondepreciable Expenditure:

Estimated Cost F14,000

Cost Estimate Date 372012

Cost Indek for Infiztion ECI

Tax Deductible? Y
Annually Recurring Costs:

Estimated Annlal Gost 0

Cost Esfimiate Date -N#A

Cast Indey for Inflation MiA

D:\Wy Documents\EnforcementiBensfis of Noncomplanes\DellarLand R BEN-TefarLand fil

ECP-03091 2. sPrint
FAR2MZ 1140
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Closure Construction
BEM Yersion 4.6.0 Input Data

March 14, 2012

Case Hame

Ciy of Sacramenio and
Sylvia Dellar Surevors
Trust Dellar Landfil

Rurr reﬁan@a‘e

Chezure Construction

Analyst ame

Gerald Horner

Lal EPA Region/Office

Region &

Tax Status

Federal Facility, which pay ro taxes, Enter FF

Wot-Far-Profit, which pays no taxes. Evter, KFP

Wunicialty, which pays no laxes. Enter musl -

C comporatien, Enter, ©

Priveite Dushiess enity other than s © corporstion. Enter fype of busingss
nrognizafion. )

Trust

State

Ch

Horcompliance Date (NCD)
The date of the first viglbtion.

163012010

Compliance Date {CD)
Tie date that tha equipment will be functional and the discharger wil be in

103042012

Parally Payvment Date (PPD)
The probable date the penalty will be paid.

52012

Average Discouni/Compauncd Rate
Reflects the average cost of Borrowing funds over the peripd of analysis which is
the date of nencomplisnce to the date of compliance or the penality payment date
whichever & later,

2%

Lapital investment:

Estimated Costof Capital Equipment

iy

Cost Estimate Date
The date the cost estimate was made. The dalz v uzesd io deflate or Inflate (price

adiust} the cost o other dates.

Hi2N2

Cost jndex for Inflatien
Adternative indices can be used to reflect the change in the cost of compliance due
to inflation. Altermative cost indicies: Construction Cost (CCIy Empleyment Cost
CECIy; Flant Cost {PCIY; Producers Price (PRI, and Gross Bomestic Product [GDP}
& ponstant 2 5% inflafion rate ean afze be gpecified (enfer as texd *2.5%)

cel

Congider Fulure Replacement
Enter ¥ i the capital improvemsnt wil depreciate and it wil be replaced with simlar
equipment in the future, # the squipment can be pericdicaly updated and remain
furretionsl, enter K.

U=safuf Life of Capifal Eguipment
Specify the number of servicalde vears for the sguipment being Instalisd.

One-Time, Bendepreciable Expendifure:

Eztimated Cost

$2 000 000

Cost Estimale Date

HEZEE

Coat Index for nflation

(o]}

Tax Dedicliis? i
fthe exwpenditure = a deductible einess sxpenee under RS rules, snter Y,
otherwise b,

¥

Annually Reeurring Costs:

Estimaled Annual Cost

&0

Cost Estimate Date

32012

Cost lndex for Inflation

CCi

Dby DocumentstEnforcementisenerits of Nan-::c-mplIanceHDellarLandflllkEBEN -DellarLandfifl CC-030812 4s]Input

iR 131
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Closure Construction {cont.)
BEN Version 4.6.0 Results

March 14, 2012

City of Sacramento and Sylvia Dellar Survivor's Trust Dellar Closure
Lanclfill Construction
Present WValues as of Moncomgiizncee Date (NCDH, A0
A} On-Time Capltal & One-Thne Coslg $1,160,590
B Delay Capital & Qne- 51,040 332
Sy Avalded Annually Re §U
D) Inftial Economic Benafit (A4-B+C} $120,258
E} Final Econ, Ben, at Penalty Payment Date,
£9/2012 $132,957
For-Profit {not C-Corp ) w/ CA fax ratos ‘
HFrerage DiscauntCompound Rate 7.2%
Average DiscountCompound Rate Calculated By: BER
Compliance Date 103052012
Capital Investment:
Estimated Cost of Capital Lquipment B0
Cost Estimate Date A
Cost Inclex for Inflaticn NS
Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life} MIA (RA)
One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:
Estimated Cost $2 000,000
Cost Estimate Date Nz
Cost Index for Inflation ol
Tax Deductible? Y
Annusally Recurring Cesis:
Estimated Annual Cost 50
Cosl Estimate Date P,
Cogt Index for Inflation e

Y Documents\Enforcementienefits of MoncompianceiDelarL and fINBERN-DelarLand il

CC-030812 xisfPrint
IHENZ 1318
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 Closure Certification Report
BEN Version 4.6, Input Data

March 14, 2012

Alternative indices can be vsed to refiect the change in the cost of compliance dug
tix Inflation, Atternative cost indicies: Tonstrscton Cost (G0, Employment Cost
[EDNY; Plamt Cost (PC1; Producars Prioe (PP, and Gross Domestic Product [ODP),
L conetant 2.8% inflation rate can also be specified (enter as tewt 2 5%

City of Sacramento and
Caze Hame Syivia Dellar Survivor's
Trust Deflar Landfil
Run Name Ciuasurs C@ﬁiflcatian
Report
Ainalyst Hame f3erald Horner
Cal EPA Region/Oifice Reglon 5
Tax Siatus Trust
Feteral Faclify, which pay no taxes, Enter FF
Kot-for-Profif, which pays no taxes, Enter; NFP
Munizipality, which pays no taxes. Enter: muni
C corporation. Enter: C
Prhvate busingss enity other thana T curpwratlcn Eniar type of business
prganization,
State Ca
Noncomipliance Date {HCDY 12M 52010
The date of the fret vindation.
Compliance Date {O0) 10302012
The: date that the eguipmand will e functional and the discharger will be in
Penally Payment Date {PPD] ' 42012
The probable date the penalty wil be paid.
Average DiscountiCompound Rate ¥.2%
Reflecis the average cost of borrewing funds over the period of anabrsis which is
the tate of noncompliance to the date of compliance or the penality payment date
whichewver is later,
Capital investment;
Estimated Cost of Caphal Bmepment
Lot Estimate Date 2
The date the cest sstimate was made. The dete is used to deflale orinflste Egrisa
adiuzt) the cost fo pther dates,
Cogt Indew for kflation CCl

Conzider Fulure Replacement i
Enter ¥ ifthe capital improvement wil depreciate and i will be replacerd with simiar
equipment in the future, 1T the equipment can be parioticaly upd stedd and remain
functional, enter .
lizeful Life of Capital Exuipment i
Specify the number of servicable years for the eguipient heing nstaled.
one-Time, Noatleprecidhle Expenditure:
Estimated Cogt %15, 000
Cost Estimate Date 2012
Coat Index for Inflation: ECI
Tax Deductivie? 4
i ther expenditure B a deductibe busness expense under IRS rules, enier Y,
oiherwise #.
Anngally Becurring Costs:
Estimated Annual Cost 50
Cust Estimate Dale HU2MZ
Lost indax for Inflation - Lol

DiAfvly I:Incurnents\EnForoemenuBenths of NuncnrnpI|ancel.DeWIarLandﬂli'.[EiEN DiellarLandfll CCR-030312, Hs)input

3MI2012 1313




David Boyers

-11 -

Closure Certification Report {Cont.)
BEN Version 4.6.0 Results

March 14, 2012

Chy of Sacramento ahd Sylvia Dellar Survivor's Trust Bellar i C‘]f}f‘m’?
Larfil Cemﬁ.catwn
Report
Present Values as of Moncompliance.Date (NCOY, 12H15420° 0
&3 On-Tima Capltal & One-Time Costs $8,736
B Detay Capital & Gne-Time Cozls 57,871
Gy Awoided Annually Recurring Gosis 50
D} Initial Economic Benefit [&-B+C) FEED
E} Final Econ. Ban. at Penalty Paymient Date,
K FI012 $048
For-Profit fnot C-Corp.; v CA ta rales
Average DiscountCompound Rate 7.2%
Ayerage DizcountCompound Rate Caloulated By BEM
Compliance Cate 10£3002012
Capital Investmeit:
Estimated Cost of Capltal Eguipment B0
Cost Estimate Date i,
Cost Index far Inflation NIA
Caonsider Future Replacement (Wseful Life} NYA, (48}
One-Time, Mondeprecishle Expenditure:
Estimated Cost 315,000
Cost Estimate Date AN2012
Cost Indexz for inflation EC]
Tax Deductible? Y
annually Beourtdng Costs:
Estimated Annual Cost B0
Cost Estimate Date Ffis
Cost Inchex for Inflation NI,

Dovity Docuents\EnforcementiBenefits of HoncorplanceADelarLand iJBER-Dellar Lasdfil

CCR-B30312 2i=]Pring
HIB2M 2 1322




